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Abstract

For any positive integers n > d + 1 > 3, what is the maximum size of a (d + 1)-uniform
set system in [n] with VC-dimension at most d? In 1984, Frankl and Pach initiated the study

of this fundamental problem and provided an upper bound (’;) via an elegant algebraic proof.

Surprisingly, in 2007, Mubayi and Zhao showed that when n is sufficiently large and d is a prime
power, the Frankl-Pach upper bound is not tight. They also remarked that their method requires
d to be a prime power, and asked for new ideas to improve the Frankl-Pach upper bound without
extra assumptions on n and d.

In this paper, we provide an improvement for any d > 2 and n > 2d + 2, which demonstrates
that the long-standing Frankl-Pach upper bound (’;) is not tight for any uniformity. Our proof
combines a simple yet powerful polynomial method and structural analysis.

1 Introduction

The Vapnik-Chervonenkis dimension (VC-dimension) is a cornerstone concept in statistical learning
and machine learning. It quantifies the capacity of a set of functions and assesses a model’s potential
to generalize beyond its training data. Widely applied in computational learning theory, artificial
intelligence, and statistical inference, the VC-dimension plays a pivotal role in analyzing classification
algorithms and evaluating the performance of machine learning models. Its formal definition is as
follows.

Definition 1.1. Let F < 2" be a set system on the ground set V. The VC-dimension of F is the
largest size of subset S € V such that for every subset S’ € S, there exists a member Fg € F such
that FS’ nS =29

A natural question that arises is: What is the maximum size of a set system with a given VC-
dimension? This fundamental question in the theory of VC-dimension was independently resolved
in the 1970s by three different groups [17, 18] 20].

d
Lemma 1.2. Let F € 2V be a set system with VC-dimension at most d, then |F| < ) (M).
i=0
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Furthermore, the upper bound in Lemma is sharp, as shown by considering a Hamming ball
with radius d. Lemmall.2]also stands as an important result in extremal combinatorics. In particular,
the connection between VC-dimension and extremal combinatorics has sparked significant excitement
in recent years; see for example [3], 6] [7), 8, [13], 16 [19].

While Lemma provides a tight upper bound for non-uniform set systems with a given VC-
dimension, it is natural to investigate the maximum size of a uniform set system with small VC-
dimension. Indeed, in the 1980s, Frankl and Pach [9] initiated the study of this fundamental problem
and provided a clean upper bound with an elegant proof.

Theorem 1.3 ([9]). Let n,d be positive integers with n > d+ 1. If F < (d[z]l) is a set system with
VC-dimension at most d, then |F| < (1).

Frankl and Pach [9] as well Erdés [5] further conjectured that for sufficiently large n, the maximum
value is (";1) achieved when F forms a star. However, two unexpected results emerged over the past
four decades:

(1) In 1997, Ahlswede and Khachatrian [I] disproved the above conjecture by constructing such a
n—1 4

set system of size (") + (75) when n > 2(d +1).

(2) In 2007, Mubayi and Zhao [15] cleverly combined the high-order inclusion matrix and the
sunflower lemma to show that, when d = p* for some prime p and positive integer ¢ and n is
sufficiently large relative to d, the size of such a set system is at most (3) —log, n + Cy4, where
Cy is related to the sunflower lemma [2] [4]. They also remarked [I5, Proposition 10] that their
method requires d to be a prime power, and claimed that improving the Frankl-Pach upper
bound for other values of d will most likely require some new ideas.

In this paper, we show that the upper bound in Theorem [[3] can be improved for all positive
integers m,d with d > 2 and n > 2d + 2.

Theorem 1.4. Let n,d be positive integers with d = 2 andn = 2d + 2. If F < (d[i]l) 15 a set system
with VC-dimension at most d, then |F| < (7).

In particular the condition n > 2d + 2 is optimal since when n = 2d + 1, the upper bound (Z)

is achieved by F = (}ﬂ), which was remarked by Frankl and Pach [9]. Our proof combines a sim-
ple yet powerful polynomial method with clean structural analysis. We begin with a concise proof
of Theorem [[3] in Section 2] as an introductory step, which we then refine to establish Theorem [I4]

in Section [3

Notations. We usually regard [n] = {1,2,...,n} as the ground set. For a subset A < [n], we use
(‘2) to denote the family of all subsets of A with size k and ( gAk) to denote the family of all subsets
of A with size at most k; we also use vy € {0,1}" to denote the characteristic vector of A. For a set
system F, we denote the k-shadow of F as Oy F := {T € ([Z]) : T < F for some F € F}. We write
x = (z1,22,...,2,) and use V,, 4 to denote the vector space spanned by monomials in R[z]| with
degree at most d.

2 Warm-up: Frankl-Pach upper bound via polynomial method

In this section, we provide an alternative proof of Theorem [[3] using the multi-linear polynomial
method. The following triangular criterion is useful for proving that a sequence of polynomials is
linearly independent.

Lemma 2.1. Let f1, fa, ..., fm € Rlz]. IfoM @ . 0™ are vectors in R™ such that fi(v®) # 0
for1<i<m and fi('v(j)) =0 fori > j, then f1, fo,..., fmn are linearly independent.



We then build the following relationship between the size of F and its d-shadow, which also
implies the result in Theorem [[3]

Theorem 2.2. Let F < (d[i]l) be a set system with VC-dimension at most d, then |F| < |0qF].

We remark that Theorem is of independent interest. For instance, it extends the celebrated
Katona’s shadow theorem [10], which asserts that any (d + 1)-uniform intersecting family F satisfies

|F| < |0qF]; this follows from the fact that any such intersecting family has VC-dimension at most
d.

Proof of Theorem[22. Let F = {Fy,Fs,...,F,} < (}Z]l) be a set system with VC-dimension at most

d. We now consider the following set systems and their corresponding polynomials.

1. Since the VC-dimension of F is at most d, for each set F; € F, there exists some B; such that

F;nF # B; for all F e F. For each Fy e F,let fp,(x) = [[ ;- [] (x;—1)— [] «;.
2. Let H = (<5L11)’ For each set H € H, define hy(x) = (X, zj—d—1)- ] z;.
h j=1 jeH

3. Let G = ([g])\ﬁd]:. For each set G € G, define gg(x) = [] ;.
jeG

Claim 2.3. The polynomials {fr,}rer, {hu}uewn, and {9a}ceg are linearly independent.

Proof of claim. We shall show that these polynomials satisfy the triangular criterion in Lemma 2.1]
by evaluating them on the characteristic vectors v4 for A e F u G u H. We consider the following
Six cases:

e For distinct F;, Fj; € F with i > j, first, it is evident that fr,(vg,) = —1 since B; # F;.
Moreover, since Fj n F; # B;, we can see fr,(vr;) = 0.

e For any F € F and H € H, we have hy(vp) = 0 since |F| = d + 1.
e For any F'e€ F and G € G, we have gg(vr) = 0 since G does not belong to d4.F.

e For the sets in the family H, we sort them by size in non-decreasing order, placing smaller sets
before larger ones. That is, for distinct H;, H; € H, we have |H;| < |H;| if and only if j < 4.
First, it is easy to check that hg, (vg,) # 0 since 0 < |H;| < d — 1. Furthermore, we observe
that when i > j, hy, (vg,) = 0, because |Hj| < |H;| implies that H; & H;.

e For any H € H and G € G, obviously we have gg(vy) = 0 since |[H| <d—1 < d.

e For any distinct G;, G € G, we have gg, (vg,) = 1 and gg,(vg,;) = 0 since |G;| = |G| implies
that GZ $ Gj.

This finishes the proof. |
d—1 d

By Claim 23] we have |F|+ > (1) + () — 10aF| < > () since these polynomials are in the
i=0 i=0

d
vector space V,, 4, which has dimension >} (7). This yields |F| < |04F], as desired. O
i=0



3 Proof of Theorem [1.4

To prove Theorem [[4], we can assume that |[F| = (1)) = [04F| by Theorem Our proof then
consists of two parts, we first introduce an additional polynomial in V;, 4, hoping that this new
polynomial is linearly independent from the polynomials { fr, } per and {hg}mey in the proof of The-
orem 2.2] thereby achieving an improvement. Otherwise, we can derive a desirable combinatorial
property (see Claim [B.I]) about this set system. However, based on an application of the classical
Kruskal-Katona theorem, such a combinatorial property cannot hold.

3.1 Adding an extra polynomial
For each set Y € ( [n] )\.7-" , and for each proper subset Z < Y and define the following polynomial

d+1
yriz(@)=[Ja; [] (@-1-]]z

jEZ JjeEY\Z jey
Observe that yy,z has degree at most d and thus lies in the vector space V}, 4.

Claim 3.1. If |F| = (Z), then for each Y € (d[z]l)\]: and each Z S Y, there is exactly one i such
that F; nY = Z = B;.

Proof of claim. Suppose that there exists some pair (Y, Z) such that the number of F; € F with
F,nY = Z = B;ismgy # 1. We then claim that yy. z, { fr, } r,er and {hy } gey are linearly independent,
which implies that |F| < (3) — 1, a contradiction. To see this, suppose there exist coefficients (that

n

are not all zero) a, B = (B1,52,...,Bm), and ¥ = (71,72, --,%w), where w = [H| = ¥ (7}), such
that

1=

a-Yy,z + Z BifF, + Z ’}/thj =0.

i€[m] jelw]

Note that yy z(vy) = —1 and yy z(vF,) equals (=)@ =121 if Y ~ F; = Z and equals 0 otherwise.

fr, (vy) equals (=1)“1=1Bil if Y A F; = B; and equals 0 otherwise. Combining the previous argument
in the proof of Claim 23] we have

-1 T 0\ [«

R —Er O Bl =0,
* * A 2%

where the vectors T' = (11, ... ,T|]:‘)T and R = (Ry,... ,R‘H)T are given by

(=1)H=1Bil Y A Fy = B;
T; = fr,(vy) =
i = fr(vy) {0, otherwise
(-2 Y nF =2

7 yY,Z( Fz) {0, otherwise

FE is the identity matrix and A is a w x w lower triangular matrix.

Denote the coefficient matrix by D. The matrix D must be singular; otherwise, the system would
have only the trivial solution for (a,3,4). On the other hand, using the elementary row operations,
we can transform D into the matrix

-1+TTR 0 0
R —Er O
% # A



We can directly compute that
|7

TTR = Z TZ’RZ' = 1my
i=1
As mg # 1, the transformed matrix is lower triangular, yielding that the coefficient matrix D is also
invertible, a contradiction. This finishes the proof. |

3.2 Impossibility via the Kruskal-Katona theorem

We now show that the property given in Claim [3.1] can never be satisfied when n > 2d + 2. We shall
make use of the Kruskal-Katona theorem [I1), 12]; see also [14, Exercise. 13.31(b)].

Theorem 3.2 (Kruskal-Katona theorem). For any o € RY, if G is a (d+ 1)-uniform set family with

9] = (dil)’ then
« d+1
|04G| = <d> |G| - P

More precisely, we can show the following result, which implies Theorem [L.4]

Proposition 3.3. Let n > 2d+2. Then there is no F = {Fy,..., Fn} < ([}

d+1) together with B; < F;

and |F| = (Z) satisfying the following properties szmultaneously.

(1) For each Y € ( )\]: and each Z S Y, there exists exactly one F; € F with F; nY = Z = B;.

d+1
(2) F;nFj # Bj for any 1 <1i,j <m.

Proof of Proposition[3.3. We consider the set system ) = (d+1)\]: with || = (d+1) - (3)- By
property (1), for each Y € Y and each Z < Y of size d, there is exactly one i € [m] such that
F,nY = Z = B;. On the other hand, for each B; of size d, there are n —d — 1 many Y € )
containing B;. Thus, we have
ady = {Bz : ’Bz’ = d}
Observe that if ¢ # j and |B;| = |B;| = d, then B; # Bj, for otherwise F; n F; = B;, violating the
property (2) of F. This shows that [0;)| = [{1 <i<m:|B;| =d}|
Double counting the number of pairs (Y, ) with Y n F; = B; and |B;| = d, we can obtain

0aY]- (n—d—=1) = (d+1) -],
which yields that
d+1

Let o € RT be the real number satisfying || = ( i+1)- Theorem B2 then implies that

|0aY| =

d+1 \@y\ d+1
n—d—1° |V Za—d

which gives o = n — 1. Therefore we have

(o32) = () == (G0)

which is impossible by direct computation, since

()0 (o) (2)- ()

This finishes the proof. U
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Concluding remarks

In this paper, we focus on a fundamental yet unresolved question: what is the maximum size of a
(d+ 1)-uniform set system if its VC-dimension is bounded above by d? The main contribution of this
work is to show that the longstanding Frankl-Pach upper bound (g) is not tight for any uniformity.
Meanwhile, we provide a simple polynomial method that establishes a direct connection between
the set system and its shadow, which generalizes Katona’s shadow theorem [I0]. We believe that
by appropriately refining our proof, the upper bound in Theorem [I.4] can still be further improved.
However, completely resolving this long-standing problem might require the introduction of new
approaches.
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